
COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler

Companies and Organizations Comments

In section 4.8.3.1 of the draft EIS, we recommended that Rover 
provide a site-specific residential plan for the block 
building/hunting cabin.  Rover filed updated residential 
construction plans on March 28, 2016, including for the hunting 
cabin on parcel OH-MO-SHC-006.000.  Appendix Q has been 
updated to include the plan.  Our analysis and conclusions 
regarding a reroute around the structure is included in table 3.4.3-
3 of the EIS.  Based on our analysis, we are recommending a 
reroute on this parcel. 

CO12-1

The commentor’s statement regarding appendix I is noted.  See 
the response to comment CO12-1 regarding the reroute request. 

CO12-2
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Table 3.4.3-1 was limited to structures identified as homes or 
mobile homes; therefore, the hunting cabin was not included.  
See the response to comment CO12-2 regarding a reroute on the 
property. 

CO12-3

Since neither the letter dated September 30, 2015, nor the letter 
dated April 7, 2016, provided maps with the landowner’s 
requested variations, we were unable to assess those specific 
variations.  However, we have reviewed available desktop data 
for a potential minor reroute on the property.  See table 3.4.3-3 of 
the EIS for our assessment. 

CO12-4
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Rover would be required to compensate the landowner for the 
loss of any structures due to construction of the Project.  See the 
response to CO11-1 regarding landowner compensation. 

CO12-5

Our analysis and conclusions regarding the requested reroute are 
provided in table 3.4.3-3. 

CO12-6
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding the pipeline’s impact on 
the hunting cabin is noted. 

CO12-7
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO12-5 regarding lost use of the 
cabin and land.

CO12-8

Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8.7 of the EIS. CO12-9

See the response to comment CO12-6 regarding a reroute on the 
property.

CO12-10

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO12 – Bricker & Eckler (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.CO13-1

Pipeline safety is discussed in section 4.12, impacts on water are 
discussed in section 4.3, and impacts on air are discussed in 
section 4.11.  General impacts from the Project are discussed 
throughout section 4.0.

CO13-2

Discussion of renewable energies is discussed in section 3.1.1.2 
of the EIS. 

CO13-3

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
T-190



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO13 – Food and Water Watch (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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Section 4.5.4 has been updated with a discussion of Rover’s 
Invasive Species Mitigation Plan. 

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO14 – Harrington, Hoppe, and Mitchell, Ltd.

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO14-1

Compensation for crop loss would be negotiated between Rover 
and landowners during easement negotiations.  See the response 
to CO11-1 regarding landowner negotiations.

CO14-2
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As discussed in Rover’s AIMP and its Plan, Rover would be 
responsible for repairing/replacing any drain tiles damaged 
during construction.  Additionally, we are recommending Rover 
monitor all agricultural lands for a period of 5 years.  Acceptance 
of any drain tile plans developed by the landowner would be a 
part of easement negotiations between Rover and the landowner.  
Based on our recommendation in section 4.8.4, Rover would 
need to file its site-specific drain tile plans and landowner 
concurrence with the plans prior to the start of construction on 
each agricultural parcel. 

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO14 – Harrington, Hoppe, and Mitchell, Ltd. (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO14-3

The purpose of section 4.9 of the EIS is to assess the 
socioeconomic impacts of the Project, including on property 
values.  As discussed in section 4.9.5, based on our review of 
numerous studies, there is no conclusive evidence that indicates 
that the presence of a pipeline would significantly impact the 
value of a property.  See the response to comment LA3-1 
regarding pipeline safety.  Additionally, as discussed in section 
4.9.5, there is no evidence that a buyer would be unable to obtain 
a mortgage for a property with a pipeline.

CO14-4
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As stated in our recommendation in section 4.9.6 of the EIS, 
Rover would monitor and address any documented complains 
from landowners that homeowners’ insurance was cancelled or 
that the premiums increased materially due to the presence of the 
pipeline.  FERC’s research regarding insurability was specifically 
related to interstate natural gas pipelines; not water, cable, or 
electric utilities.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO14 – Harrington, Hoppe, and Mitchell, Ltd. (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO14-5

Rover has developed an Environmental Complaint Resolution 
Procedure as outlined in its application to address landowner 
concerns related to construction.  Additionally, sections 2.3.2.4 
and 4.8.3.1 discuss construction techniques that would be used in 
residential areas.

CO14-6
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We use a standard process for assessing and selecting third-party 
contractors, including a review for potential conflicts of interest.  
We make the selection of the third-party contractor based upon 
the experience, resumes, and credentials of the contractor 
personnel, not the applicant.  Third-party contractors work under 
the sole direction and control of the FERC staff, not the 
applicant.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO14 – Harrington, Hoppe, and Mitchell, Ltd. (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO14-7
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See the responses to comments CO3-3 and CO3-6 regarding 
applicant financing and Project purpose and need, respectively.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO15-1
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

T-201
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The commentor’s statement regarding the no-action alternative 
section is noted.  As stated in section 3.1 of the EIS, the no-action 
alternative would avoid the environmental impacts of the 
proposed Projects, but it would result in the need for alternate 
means to satisfy the demand for natural gas, or other source of 
energy.  Even if the Project were to be cancelled or withdrawn, 
the demand for energy would not go away.  The no-action 
alternative would likely lead end users to seek energy from other 
sources including other fossil fuels and renewable energy 
sources.  Section 3.1 discusses energy conservation and 
renewable energies.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO15-2
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See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.  Information on the number of 
landowners who have right-of-way agreements with Rover is 
beyond the scope of this EIS.  However, the Commission will 
make a determination on whether a project is in the public 
convenience and necessity and its evaluation and subsequent 
decision will be based on many factors.  These factors include the 
final EIS and associated recommendations, market analysis, 
ensuring just and reasonable rates, and engineering analyses.  The 
Commission considers the local, regional, and national benefits 
of each project against any adverse impacts.  This determination 
has not been made at this time.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO15-3

See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity 
and monitoring.  Additionally, section 4.8.4 of the EIS has been 
updated with additional information regarding Rover’s post-
construction monitoring program in agricultural lands.

CO15-4
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The commentor’s statement regarding impacts on forested land is 
noted.  The EIS appropriately recognizes that the extent of 
forested clearing would be significant.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO15-5

Impacts on the Pinckney Recreation Area, including on the Losee
Lake Hiking Trail, are discussed in section 4.8.5.3 of the EIS.  
However, as Rover has not provided mitigation measures for the 
closure of the Losee Lake Hiking Trail, we are recommending 
that Rover consult with the MIDEQ to develop mitigation 
measures to reduce impacts of the trail closure.

CO15-6

The commentor’s concurrence with the Department of Interior’s 
(DOI’s) statements regarding impacts on federally listed bats is 
noted.

CO15-7

See the response to comment SA4-1 regarding waterbody 
crossings using HDD.  See the response to comment SA4-8 
regarding dry-ditch crossings.

CO15-8
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The use of the BMPs as described in the EIS and Rover’s CMPs 
would serve as the basic framework for the prevention of 
environmental impacts.  The FERC compliance monitors would 
document that the Projects are built in accordance with the 
required environmental specifications and would inspect the 
Project on a daily basis.  A major goal of the third-party 
monitoring program is to prevent instances of noncompliance, 
rather than to respond after the fact for issues such as inadequate 
erosion and stormwater controls, improper seeding, and rutting.    

The FERC has various ways to enforce compliance on a poorly 
performing project sponsor, including, but not limited to stop-
work authority, fines, and consideration of granting or 
withholding project in-service based on whether restoration is 
proceeding satisfactorily.

COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

CO15-9

In accordance with DOT regulations, pipeline operators have 
discretion to determine high consequence areas (HCAs) using 
either method described in section 4.12.1.  In addition, more 
populated class locations require more stringent design measures 
regardless of HCA category.  Also see the response to comment 
LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.

CO15-10

Section 4.11.1 of the EIS discloses the estimates of GHG 
emissions associated with construction and operation of the 
Project.  Section 4.13.6.10 acknowledges that GHG emissions 
contribute to climate change and identifies the environmental 
impacts of climate change in the Midwest region.  These impacts 
have been expanded from the draft EIS to more thoroughly 
describe the impacts.

CO15-11
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The FERC staff reviews applications for interstate natural gas 
pipeline projects in accordance with an applicant’s stated 
objective(s) in order to disclose the environmental impacts of a 
proposal to inform the decision makers and, in accordance with 
NEPA, evaluate reasonable alternatives to a project.  However, 
the FERC as a matter of policy and in accordance with the NGA 
and other governing regulations, does not direct the development 
of the gas industry’s infrastructure regionally or on a project-by-
project basis.  

Unless proposed in tandem and clearly dependent upon each 
other, such as the proposed Rover Project, Panhandle Project, and 
Trunkline Project, proposed projects must have demonstrably 
sufficient feasibility, purpose, and need to stand alone.  Proposed 
projects may be based on supporting and existing infrastructure, 
but can’t be based on theoretical projects whose certification 
status is uncertain.  Preparation of a regional or programmatic 
EIS is not warranted for these, and other, reasons.  Our 
cumulative impacts analysis uses an approach consistent with the 
methodology set forth in relevant guidance (CEQ, 1997b, 2005; 
EPA, 1999).  Under these guidelines, inclusion of actions within 
the analysis is based on identifying commonalities between the 
impacts that would result from the Projects and the impacts likely 
to be associated with other potential projects.

CO15-12
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO15 – Sierra Club Michigan Chapter (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding Project need and impacts 
is noted.

CO15-13
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO16 – Marhofer / Campbell Development Co., LLC

Companies and Organizations Comments

Rover is not proposing any aboveground facilities on the 
commentor’s parcel (MI-WA-103.000).  Section 4.8.3.2 of the 
EIS discusses planned developments, including our analysis of 
the potential impacts on the commentor’s parcel and the ability to 
develop the lot.

CO16-1
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO16 – Marhofer / Campbell Development Co., LLC (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Marhofer/Campbell Development Co & Hanover Glenn 
Homeowners Association was not listed on our environmental 
mailing list.  We have updated our mailing list with the address 
noted in the comment for the Marhofer/Campbell Development 
Co & Hanover Glenn Homeowners Association.  While the EIS 
was not mailed to the commentor, the EIS was noticed on the 
Federal Register and placed on the FERC’s eLibrary system and 
is available at:
http://elibrary.ferc.gov:0/idmws/file_list.asp?document_id=1443
0527 .

CO16-2

As outlined in the Commission’s regulations at 18 CFR §
157.6(d), the applicants are required to notify all landowners that 
would be directly affected, abut a proposed workspace, or would 
be within 1 mile of a proposed compressor station.  The FERC’s 
mailing list includes the applicants’ mailing list (as described 
previously) as well as anyone that has requested to be included or 
has filed a comment containing their mailing address.  See the 
response to comment CO16-2 regarding availability of the draft 
EIS to the public.

CO16-3

Sections 4.1.5 and 4.3.1.5 of the EIS discuss monitoring and 
testing of water wells within 150 feet of the proposed 
workspaces.  Table 4.3.1-4 lists all wells within 150 feet of the 
Rover Project.  Rover has committed to pre-construction and 
post-construction monitoring for yield and water quality for all 
wells within 150 feet of the Project.

CO16-4

See the response to comment CO16-3 regarding availability of 
the draft EIS to the public.

CO16-5
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO16 – Marhofer / Campbell Development Co., LLC (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Section 4.8.3 of the EIS discusses impacts on existing residences, 
commercial facilities, and planned developments.  The EIS has 
been updated to include a discussion of the commentor’s planned 
development.

CO16-6

Rover proposed a minor route variation in March 2016 along the 
commentor’s parcel that would move the pipeline from the 
location proposed in June 2015 approximately 80 feet further to 
the east and north of the planned residential development.  Our 
analysis and conclusions regarding the commentor’s requested 
reroute is discussed in table 3.4.3-3. Based on our analysis, we 
determined that the proposed route is acceptable and we are not 
recommending a reroute through this parcel.

CO16-7
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO17 – International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentors’ support of the Project is noted.CO17-1
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO17 – International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO17 – International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO18 – Ohio Farm Bureau

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s contextual information on the Project and its 
meetings with Rover are noted.

CO18-1
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO18 – Ohio Farm Bureau (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO18 – Ohio Farm Bureau (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Prime farmland is discussed in section 4.2.2.6 of the EIS.  
Definitions of land use types (such as open land) used throughout 
the analysis are found in section 4.8.

CO18-2

See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity 
and monitoring.  Additionally, section 4.8.4 has been updated 
with additional information regarding Rover’s post-construction 
monitoring program in agricultural lands.

CO18-3
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO18 – Ohio Farm Bureau (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment SA3-2 regarding the OHDA’s 
request.

CO18-4

See the response to comment CO9-2 regarding impacts on drain 
tile systems.

CO18-5

Environmental inspectors (EI) would have stop work authority 
during construction.  All inspectors would document 
occurrences of non-compliance and report to the appropriate 
federal, state, and local authorities.

CO18-6

In addition to the information provided in the AIMP regarding a 
landowner’s ability to negotiate mitigation measures, a 
discussion is also included in section 4.8.4.1.

CO18-7

T-217
Appendix T



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO18 – Ohio Farm Bureau (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Section 4.8.3.1 discusses Rover’s Complaint Resolution 
Procedures.  FERC staff acknowledges that effective outreach is 
an integral part of any applicant’s project.

CO18-8

The commentor’s statement regarding issues in communication 
between Rover and landowners is noted.  See the response to 
comment CO14-3 regarding drain tile plans.

CO18-9
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s request that the Commission reject the Project 
is noted.

CO19-1

See the response to comment CO13-2 regarding impacts on 
water, air, and safety.

CO19-2

See the response to comment CO13-3 regarding renewable 
energies.

CO19-3
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Impacts on water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the 
EIS.  Hydraulic fracturing (fracking) is not regulated by the 
FERC and is not part of the proposed Project.

CO19-4
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s request that the Project is rejected is noted.  
See also the response to comment CO13-2.

CO19-5
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding the Project is noted.CO19-6
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s request that the Project is rejected is noted.  
See the also response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline 
safety.

CO19-7
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.  See the response to comment 
CO9-3 regarding property values.  The commentor’s request to 
reject the Project is noted.

CO19-8
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.  The 
commentor’s request to reject the Project is noted.

CO19-9
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking and the 
Rover Project.  The commentor’s request to reject the Project is 
noted.

CO19-10
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.  
The pipeline proposed by the applicant would be a natural gas 
pipeline, not an oil pipeline.  We do not find incident information 
on oil pipelines to be relevant in discussing risks associated with 
natural gas transmission pipelines.

CO19-11
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Appendix T
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.  The 
commentor’s request to reject the Project is noted.

CO19-12
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety 
and the response to comment CO19-11 regarding oil pipelines.  
The commentor’s request that the Project is rejected is noted.

CO19-13
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding hydraulic 
fracturing.  The EIS provides discussions on impacts on water 
(see section 4.3), air (see section 4.11), and agricultural land (see 
section 4.8.4).

CO19-14
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.CO19-15
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.CO19-16
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Impacts on water are discussed in section 4.3.  The commentor’s 
opposition to the Project is noted.

CO19-17
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.CO19-18T-243
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Rover would compensate landowners directly affected by the 
Project.  The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.

CO19-19

Appendix T
T-244



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

State infrastructure projects are not within the scope of the EIS.  
The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.

CO19-20
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-3 regarding renewable 
energy.

CO19-21

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.  
The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.

CO19-22

Appendix T
T-246



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Impacts on water resources, including private wells, is discussed 
in section 4.3.  The commentor’s opposition to the Project is 
noted.

CO19-23
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The Project would not cross any lakes in Michigan.CO19-24
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding hydraulic 
fracturing.

CO19-25
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO13-2.CO19-26
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

As discussed throughout the EIS, with implementation of Rover’s 
CMPs and our recommendations, impacts on resources would be 
appropriately mitigated.  The Commission makes the 
determination for whether a project is in the public convenience 
and necessity.  This evaluation and subsequent decision is based 
on many factors, including the final EIS and associated 
recommendations, market analysis, ensuring just and reasonable 
rates, and engineering analyses.  The Commission considers the 
regional benefits of each project against any adverse impacts.  
This determination has not been made at this time.

CO19-27
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-26 regarding Project 
impacts.

CO19-28

The commentor’s request to reject the Project is noted.CO19-29
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding corporations is noted.  
The commentor’s request to reject the Project is noted.

CO19-30
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.CO19-31
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.CO19-32
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.CO19-33

Section 4.1 of the EIS discusses the geological conditions of the 
Project area and impacts from construction of the Project.

CO19-34
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO13-3 regarding renewable 
energies.

CO19-35

T-261
Appendix T



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.  
The commentor’s request that the Project be denied is noted.

CO19-36

Appendix T
T-262



COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.CO19-37
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO9-3 regarding property values.CO19-38

As stated in section 4.8, structures within the permanent right-of-
way would be prohibited.  However, structures would be allowed 
within the restored construction right-of-way.  Any compensation 
for lost use of a property would be negotiated as part of the 
easement.

CO19-39
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

As discussed in section 4.3.1.7, Rover would test all wells within 
150 feet of construction both prior to the start of construction and 
post-construction for yield and water quality.  If the integrity of 
the water supply well is compromised, Rover would provide an 
alternative water source or compensate the landowner for a new, 
comparable well.

CO19-40

Section 3.2 has been updated to include a discussion of shipping 
by truck and train.

CO19-41
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Compensation for timber would be negotiated as part of the 
easement agreements.  The commentor’s statement regarding 
opposition of the Project is noted.

CO19-42
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

As discussed in section 4.9.5, we reviewed available studies and 
contacted banks and appraisers regarding property value impacts.  
Based on our research, we found no conclusive evidence that the 
presence of a pipeline would impact property values.

CO19-43

The EIS is not a decision-making document.  The Commission 
has not yet determined whether the Project is approved.  See the 
response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.  See the 
response to comment CO14-5 regarding impacts on insurance.

CO19-44
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding bullying by Rover is 
noted.  Landowners would be able to continue to use the land 
within the permanent right-of-way; however, no structure would 
be allowed within the right-of-way.

CO19-45
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

See the response to comment CO11-2 regarding eminent domain.CO19-46
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments

Section 3.0 of the EIS discusses alternative route locations for the 
Project.  See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding Project 
purpose and need.

CO19-47
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COMPANIES AND ORGANIZATIONS
CO19 – Food and Water Watch (form letter) (cont’d)

Companies and Organizations Comments
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